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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 1 1/30/05, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds for rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 
1 .1 32) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1 .1 93(b)(2). 

The Examiner has substituted the Safadi reference for the Reinhardt reference. 

Applicant argues that there is no video stack, no video server in Bopardikar. The 
failure in Bopardikar is the failure of a disk stripe, not a crash. No one skilled in the art 
would ever see any connection between Semenzato and Bopardikar much less a 
solution to the problem that Semenzato was unable to solve (Appeal Brief page 14). 
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Regarding Applicant's argument, the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner 
previously responded to this argument in the Final Rejection of 12/18/05 and 
reproduced below for Applicant's convenience. 

Regarding applicant's argument, the examiner notes that it is Semenzato, in 
combination with Bopardikar, which teach the elements of claim 28. The plugin body 
1 14B of Semenzato saves in persistent memory, data in which plugin body 1 14B may 
invoke in subsequent invocations ( see column 8, lines 17-21, column 9, lines 12-20, 
column 10, lines 5-18). It is this functionality, which enables future access upon a crash. 
Further, Semenzato is relied upon for the detection of the first application crashing, not 
Bopardikar. Bopardikar discloses a video storage system which uses data striping 
across multiple hard disks to store video, when a failure occurs, the video stack is shut 
down in order for a healing procedure to be preformed, to remedy the problem and 
prevent the corruption of data (column 5, lines 22-49, column 26, line 23-column 27, line 
25). Further, Bopardikar discloses that the system may be placed offline to perform the 
healing process, thus shutting down the video stack (column 27, lines 13-25). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
modify Semenzato to shut down the video stack in response to a crash as taught by 
Bopardikar in order to prevent the corruption of the video data. 

Further: http://webopedia.eom/TERM/c/crash.html defines a crash as "(n) A 
serious computer failure. A computer crash means that the computer itself stops 
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working or that a program aborts unexpectedly. A crash signifies either a hardware 
malfunction or a very serious software bug." 

The system in Bopardikar detects a disk failure, which is a hardware malfunction 
and results in a system crash, the system is taken offline while a healing measure is put 
into place. The above description meets the definition of a computer crash as the 
computer stops working unexpectedly as the result of a hardware malfunction. 
Additionally, as Bopardikar discloses that the system may be taken offline while the 
healing process is being preformed (column 27, lines 13-25), the video stack must be 
released as the device is not in operation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 9, 13, 21, 25, 30, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time 
the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. In particular, there is 
no mention of a "television capture card" in the specification. There are teachings of a 
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TV tuner card in figure 2, and page 4, lines 26-28 of the specification, however the 
functionality provided by a capture card and a tuner card is quite different. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 6, 8, 9. 12-14, 18, 20, 26, and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,903,728 to Semenzato in view of U.S. 
Patent 6,295,092 to Hullingerand U.S. Patent 6,256,393 to Safadi. 



Regarding claims 1, 9, 13, 26, 30-32 Semenzato discloses a method for 
accessing a video stream comprising: 

When a first application (plugin) requests video, initializing the video stream from 
a video server (column 7, lines 36-43), 

Providing the video stream for the first application ((column 7, lines 36-43, 
column 9, lines 7-21 ), 

Monitoring to detect if the first application crashes while receiving the video 
stream (status messages between the first and second applications, column 7, lines 20- 
23, column 8, lines 3-43), 
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If the first application crashes maintaining access to the video stream for a 
second application (web browser) through the video server (column 8, lines 17-21, 
column 9, lines 12-20, column 10, lines 5-18, plugin body 114B saves in persistent 
memory and data in which plugin body 114B may invoke in subsequent invocations). 

Semenzato fails to disclose shutting down a television capture card when a crash 
is detected. 

Hullinger discloses a personal computer which includes a TV tuner and video 
capture card which compress broadcast video into MPEG 1 video streams (column 3, 
lines 5-46) this data is then transmitted to a server 20 along with Nielsen ratings 
(column 3, lines 46-column 4, line 2) so that a user may access the competitiveness of 
different broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own 
choosing (abstract, figures 11-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Semenzato to include a video capture board in a user's PC as 
taught by Hullinger, so that a user may access the competitiveness of different 
broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own choosing. 

The combination of Semenzato and Hullinger fails to disclose shutting down a 
computer peripheral when a crash is detected. 

Safadi discloses a computing device which performs periodic background checks 
of the software object memory, finger print, bios, operating system etc, against pre- 
calculated and protected values for each, if the check fails the computing devices are 
shutdown (column 9, lines 5-64) in order to prohibit unauthorized access of content. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato and Hullinger to utilize the error and 
crash detection features of Safadi to prohibit unauthorized access to content. 

Regarding claims 2 and 14, Semenzato discloses detecting when the first 
application fails (column 7, line 35-column 8). 

Regarding claims 6 and 18, Semenzato discloses that the plugins are run as 
separate processes and are stored in different memory spaces (Figures 2C and 3, 
column 6, lines 43-64). 

Regarding claim 8, Semenzato discloses that the plug in applications are 
responsible for accessing the video server (column 7, line 35-column 8, line 43, column 
9, lines 4-45). The video servers disclosed in Semenzato inherently contains software 
for accessing the video stack, as without such software, no data could be transferred 
between the server and a client application. 

Regarding claim 12, Semenzato discloses a method for accessing a video 
stream comprising: 

When a first application (plugin window) requests video, initializing the video 
stream from a video server (column 7, lines 36-43), 
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Providing the video stream for the first application ((column 7, lines 36-43, 
column 9, lines 7-21), 

Monitoring to detect if the first application crashes while receiving the video 
stream (status messages between the first and second applications, column 7, lines 20- 
23, column 8, lines 3-43), 

If the first application crashes maintaining access to the video stream for a 
second application (web browser window) through the video server (column 8, lines 17- 
21, column 9, lines 12-20, column 10, lines 5-18, plugin body 114B saves in persistent 
memory and data in which plugin body 1 14B may invoke in subsequent invocations) 

Operate a first window in the application for accessing the television server and a 
second window in the server for accessing a video stack (When a video window 
process is deleted, access to the motion video stream is maintained for a new window 
column 9, lines 12-20, column 10, lines 5-18). 

Semenzato fails to disclose shutting down a television capture card when a crash 
is detected. 

Hullinger discloses a personal computer which includes a TV tuner and video 
capture card which compress broadcast video into MPEG 1 video streams (column 3, 
lines 5-46) this data is then transmitted to a server 20 along with Nielsen ratings 
(column 3, lines 46-column 4, line 2) so that a user may access the competitiveness of 
different broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own 
choosing (abstract, figures 11-12). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Semenzato to include a video capture board in a user's PC as 
taught by Hullinger, so that a user may access the competitiveness of different 
broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own choosing. 

The combination of Semenzato and Hullinger fails to disclose shutting down a 
computer peripheral when a crash is detected. 

Safadi discloses a computing device which performs periodic background checks 
of the software object memory, finger print, bios, operating system etc, against pre- 
calculated and protected values for each, if the check fails the computing devices are 
shutdown (column 9, lines 5-64) in order to prohibit unauthorized access of content. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato and Hullinger to utilize the error and 
crash detection features of Safadi to prohibit unauthorized access to content.. 

4. Claims 3, 10, and 15, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 5,903,728 to Semenzato in view of U.S. Patent 6,256,393 to Safadi 
and U.S. Patent 6,295,092 to Hullinger in further view of U.S. Patent 5,440,726 to 
Fuchs. 

Regarding claims 3, 10, and 15, Semenzato discloses a method for accessing a 
video stream via a web browser with a video player plugin, the browser and plugin are 
run as two separate processes with the plugin retrieving and playing video streams from 
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a video server, if the plugin crashes, access is maintained to the video stream as the 
connection data is saved in order to be made available to the next created instance of 
the plugin (column 7, line 35-column 8, line 43, column 9, lines 4-45). 

The combination of Semenzato, Safadi and Hullinger does not disclose the 
monitoring of an exception handler to detect a crash. 

Fuchs discloses a system which monitors errors in an application via watchdog, it 
then rolls back to various checkpoints in the processes and reconstructs the data from 
where the exception occurred in order to restore the original state of the application 
(column 7, line 40-column 8, line 16, column 9, lines 1 1 -36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato, Safadi and Hullinger to monitor an 
exception handler as taught by Fuchs in order to allow rapid recovery of a crashed 
application so that the crash and restoration of an application would be transparent to 
the user. 

5. Claims 28, 29, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,903,728 to Semenzato in view of U.S. Patent 
6,404, 975-B1 to Bopardikar. 

Regarding claims 28-29 and 35, Semenzato discloses a method for accessing a 
video stream comprising: 
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In response to a first application (plugin) which requests video, initializing the 
video stream from a video server (column 7, lines 36-43), 

If the first application crashes maintaining access to the video stream for a 
second application (web browser) through the video server (column 8, lines 17-21 , 
column 9, lines 12-20, column 10, lines 5-18, plugin body 114B saves in persistent 
memory and data in which plugin body 1 14B may invoke in subsequent invocations). 

Semenzato fails to disclose directing the server to release the video stack. 

Bopardikar discloses a video storage system which uses data striping across 
multiple hard disks to store video, when a failure occurs, the video stack is shut down in 
order for a healing procedure to be preformed, to remedy the problem and prevent the 
corruption of data (column 5, lines 22-49, column 26, line 23-column 27, line 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Semenzato to shut down the video stack in response to a crash as 
taught by Bopardikar in order to prevent the corruption of the video data. 

6. Claims 7,11,1 9-21 , 23-25, 27, 33 and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,903,728 to Semenzato in view of U.S. 
Patent 6,256,393 to Safadi and U.S. Patent 6,295,092 to Hullinger in further view of 
U.S. Patent 6,404,975-B1 to Bopardikar. 
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Regarding claims 7, 1 1 , 19, 20, 27, 33 and 36-37, Semenzato discloses 
detecting when a crash occurs. 

The combination of Semenzato, Safadi and Hullinger does not disclose shutting 
down a video stack when a crash is detected. 

Bopardikar discloses a video storage system which uses data striping across 
multiple hard disks to store video, when a failure occurs, the video stack is shut down in 
order for a healing procedure to be preformed, to remedy the problem and prevent the 
corruption of data (column 5, lines 22-49, column 26, line 23-column 27, line 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato, Safadi to shut down the video stack 
in response to a crash as taught by Bopardikar in order to prevent the corruption of the 
video data. 

Regarding claim 21 and 23-24 Semenzato discloses a method for accessing a 
video stream comprising: 

When a first application (plugin) requests video, initializing the video stream from 
a video server (column 7, lines 36-43), 

Providing the video stream for the first application ((column 7, lines 36-43, 
column 9, lines 7-21), 

Monitoring to detect if the first application crashes while receiving the video 
stream (status messages between the first and second applications, column 7, lines 20- 
23, column 8, lines 3-43), 
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If the first application crashes maintaining access to the video stream for a 
second application (web browser) through the video server (column 8, lines 17-21 , 
column 9, lines 12-20, column 10, lines 5-18, plugin body 11 4B saves in persistent 
memory and data in which plugin body 114B may invoke in subsequent invocations). 

Semenzato fails to disclose shutting down a television capture card when a crash 
is detected. 

Hullinger discloses a personal computer which includes a TV tuner and video 
capture card which compress broadcast video into MPEG 1 video streams (column 3, 
lines 5-46) this data is then transmitted to a server 20 along with Nielsen ratings 
(column 3, lines 46-column 4, line 2) so that a user may access the competitiveness of 
different broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own 
choosing (abstract, figures 11-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Semenzato to include a video capture board in a user's PC as 
taught by Hullinger, so that a user may access the competitiveness of different 
broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own choosing. 

The combination of Semenzato and Hullinger fails to disclose shutting down a 
computer peripheral and video stack when a crash is detected. 

Safadi discloses a computing device which performs periodic background checks 
of the software object memory, finger print, bios, operating system etc, against pre- 
calculated and protected values for each, if the check fails the computing devices are 
shutdown (column 9, lines 5-64) in order to prohibit unauthorized access of content. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato and Hullinger to utilize the error and 
crash detection features of Safadi to prohibit unauthorized access to content. 

The combination of Semenzato, Safadi and Hullinger does not disclose shutting 
down a video stack when a crash is detected. 

Bopardikar discloses a video storage system which uses data striping across 
multiple hard disks to store video, when a failure occurs, the video stack is shut down in 
order for a healing procedure to be preformed, to remedy the problem and prevent the 
corruption of data (column 5, lines 22-49, column 26, line 23-column 27, line 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato, Hullinger and Safadi to shut down 
the video stack in response to a crash as taught by Bopardikar in order to prevent the 
corruption of the video data. 

Regarding claim 25, Semenzato discloses a computer system (figure 
1)comprising: 

A processor 102, 

Memory 104 coupled to said processor storing programs which cause a 
computer to: 

Connect an application (plugin), which requests video using a window (column 
7, lines 36-43, column 9, lines 7-21 ) that operates in a separate address space from the 
application (browser, Figures 2C and 3, column 6, lines 43-64), 
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Monitoring to detect if the first application crashes while receiving the video 
stream (status messages between the first and second applications, column 7, lines 20- 
23, column 8, lines 3-43), 

If the first application crashes maintaining access to the video stream for a 
second application (web browser) through the video server (column 8, lines 17-21, 
column 9, lines 12-20, column 10, lines 5-18, plugin body 114B saves in persistent 
memory and data in which plugin body 1 14B may invoke in subsequent invocations). 

Semenzato fails to disclose shutting down a television capture card when a crash 
is detected, shutting down a video stack, and the use of a TV tuner card coupled to a 
processor. 

Hullinger discloses a personal computer which includes a TV tuner and video 
capture card which compress broadcast video into MPEG 1 video streams (column 3, 
lines 5-46) this data is then transmitted to a server 20 along with Nielsen ratings 
(column 3, lines 46-column 4, line 2) so that a user may access the competitiveness of 
different broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own 
choosing (abstract, figures 11-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Semenzato to include a video capture board in a user's PC as 
taught by Hullinger, so that a user may access the competitiveness of different 
broadcasters in the area and review the programs at time of the users own choosing. 

The combination of Semenzato and Hullinger fails to disclose shutting down a 
computer peripheral when a crash is detected and shutting down a video stack. 
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Safadi discloses a computing device which performs periodic background checks 
of the software object memory, finger print, bios, operating system etc, against pre- 
calculated and protected values for each, if the check fails the computing devices are 
shutdown (column 9, lines 5-64) in order to prohibit unauthorized access of content. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato and Hullinger to utilize the error and 
crash detection features of Safadi to prohibit unauthorized access to content. 

The combination of Semenzato, Safadi and Hullinger does not disclose shutting 
down a video stack when a crash is detected. 

Bopardikar discloses a video storage system which uses data striping across 
multiple hard disks to store video, when a failure occurs, the video stack is shut down in 
order for a healing procedure to be preformed, to remedy the problem and prevent the 
corruption of data (column 5, lines 22-49, column 26, line 23-column 27, line 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato, Hullinger and Safadi to shut down 
the video stack in response to a crash as taught by Bopardikar in order to prevent the 
corruption of the video data. 

7. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent 5,903,728 to Semenzato in view of U.S. Patent 6,256,393 to Safadi and U.S. 
Patent 6,295,092 to Hullinger in further view of U.S. Patent 6,404,975-B1 to Bopardikar 
in further view of U.S. Patent 5,440,726 to Fuchs. 
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Regarding claim 22, Semenzato discloses a method for accessing a video 
stream via a web browser with a video player plugin, the browser and plugin are run as 
two separate processes with the plugin retrieving and playing video streams from a 
video server, if the plugin crashes, access is maintained to the video stream as the 
connection data is saved in order to be made available to the next created instance of 
the plugin (column 7, line 35-column 8, line 43, column 9, lines 4-45). 

The combination of Semenzato, Safadi, Hullinger and Bopardikar does not 
disclose the monitoring of an exception handler to detect a crash. 

Fuchs discloses a system which monitors errors in an application via a watchdog, 
it then rolls back to various checkpoints in the processes and reconstructs the data from 
where the exception occurred in order to restore the original state of the application 
(column 7, line 40-column 8, line 16, column 9, lines 1 1 -36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the combination of Semenzato, Safadi and Hullinger to monitor an 
exception handler as taught by Fuchs in order to allow rapid recovery of a crashed 
application so that the crash and restoration of an application would be transparent to 
the user. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hunter B. Lonsberry whose telephone number is 571- 
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272-7298. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday during normal 
business hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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